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KAL1SPELL (AP) - The federalEnvironmental Protection Agencycould have s tar t ed c l eanup ofasbestos contamination in Libbyyears ago if it had done a better jobof documenting the problem anddevising remedies, a new federalreport says.A lack of documentation dramati-c a l l y a f f e c t e d t h e a g e n c y ' saccountability, says the agency' sO f f i c e of Inspector General.The EPA last year asked for theindependent investigation of theagency's monitoring of the formerW.R. Grace vermicul i t e mine atUbby."Because such dec i s ions andtheir rationale were o f t en not docu-mented, it was d i f f i c u l t to recon-struct exactly what happened andwhy," investigators wrote.Paul Peronard, the EPA's on-sitecoordinator in Libby, agreed therewas a lack of fo l low-up with asbestosissues at Ubby through the years."All those breakdowns did hap-pen," he said. "But the reportdo e sn ' t g e t into why they hap-pened, a n d t h a t ' s what I ' v e alreadybeen hearing from Libby fo lks . I t ' sa question worth answering, andone I'l l pas s ' back to the InspectorGeneral off ice."T h e E P A I n s p e c t o r G e n e r a l ' saudit division found several barri-ers that prevented the agency fromaddressing asbestos-contaminatedvermiculite, including in e f f e c t i v ecommunications within the agency." W i t h b e t t er communicationsr egard ing enforcement actions,EPA o f f i c i a l s would have had theo p p o r t u n i t y to consider a Super-fund action sooner than 1999, whenthe mine site received media atten-tion," the report said.It po in t ed s p e c i f i c a l l y t o mis-takes .made f o l l ow ing a March 1992i n s p e c t i o n that r e s u l t e d in a$510,000 f i n e for Grace becausethe company f a i l e d to n o t i f y theEPA before it demolished a build-ing contaminated with asbestos.In addition, a state air inspectorrelayed concerns about other possi-ble violations from the 1992 inspec-tion to a state o f f i c i a l involved withS u p e r f u n d ."However, we found no evidencethat the concerns were evaluated,that an evaluation resulted in fur-ther action by the s tate , or thatEPA was no t i f i ed of any potentialconcerns JlJhe revolt sajul. •.,; •«, #C o f l t S r t in 1994 «id again in1996 f rom Mel and Lerah Parker,whose nursery oh die former minescreening plant property became aS u p e r f u n d site, should have raisedred f l a g s f o r th e EPA, too, bu t

d i d n ' t , i n v e s t i g a t o r s said. T h eParkers notif ied the agency aboutthe heavy dust from nearby, RaineyCreek Road leading to the mine."We believe the concerns raised,in the 1994 letter should have beenr e f e r r e d to the S u p e r f u n d pro-gram," the report continued.Auditors found lapses in commu-nication as early as 1980 that couldhave changed the course of actionfor Libby.EPA headquarters g enera l lyrelied on regional o f f i c e s to workwith state and local agencies, butthe report found problems with theway Region 8 which serves Mon-tana kept track of what was hap-pening in Libby.Region 8 EPA o f f i c i a l s said it wasonly a f t e r newspapers broke theLibby story that they became awareof. several asbestos reports issuedfrom 1977 to 198S by a predecessorof the O f f i c e of Prevention, Pesti-cides and Toxic Substances.However , audi tor s f o u n d evi-dence that Region 8 o f f i c i a l s knewabout at least one of the reports.The regional air and hazardousmaterials division of EPA and theregional o f f i c e in Montanareceived a 1984 memo showing thata copy of an extensive 1980 reporton asbestos-contaminated vermi-culite was sent, to both o f f i c e s .T h a t l e t t e r held incriminatingevidence:"...there is evidence that asbestosis present in vermiculite obtainedfrom W.R Grace & Co.'s Ubby, Mon-tana mine ...and that the health prob-lems experienced by the employeesare comparable with those associat-ed with asbestos exposure."Other barriers that prevented the.agency from doing its job at Libbyincluded competing priorities forfunding , a limitation of data aboutasbestos and fragmented authorityand jurisdiction. "We still strugglewith d i s j o in t ed jurisdiction," Per-onardsaid.M u l t i p l e f ed era l agencies havecontrol over s p e c i f i c , o f t e n over-:l a p p i n g aspects of asbestos regula-tion, the report said. As early as1977, several agencies werecharged with deve loping a defini-tion of asbestos couldn't agree, andstill use d i f f e r e n t definitions.Asbe s t o s - con taminat ed vermi-culite was considered a lower priori-ty than problems posed by the crum-Kiine» nahft f l tns i j ik. school andtQpm-,meFCiaM>tiildaig«,«<»<?ruuiB •»«1983 letter sent by an EPA o f f i c i a lAuditors conceded that many ofthe same barriers that hindered theEPA's actions in Ubby 20 years agomay still exist today. _^__


